Abstract. With the retinal image of a 35-minute circular target stabilized against horizontal eye movements, horizontal autokinesis is markedly reduced. It is suggested that this result is consistent with an eye movement interpretation of autokinetic movement, and further, that the response patterns reported here are similar to those that might be expected from recent work describing cortical single unit movement detectors.
In 1879 Hoppe (1) suggested that the autokinetic phenomenon, or the apparent movement of a fixated light in an otherwise dark field, was the result of fluctuations in the retinal location of the target image produced by involuntary eye movements. Since then, only two attempts at directly testing the eye movement interpretation have been reported (2, 3) . In both studies, a search was made for a correlation between measurements of eye movements and autokinesis, but essentially opposite conclusions were reached.
However, due largely to limitations in the techniques of measurement available at the times the studies were performed, both have numerous methodological inadequacies which make if difficult to accept the conclusions drawn from either of them. Even in experiments in which the methodological requirements for meaningful measurements are met, failure to find a correlation between measured eye movments and autokinesis may mean that the appropriate parameters of the eye movements were not chosen for comparison. On the other hand, any correlation that might be obtained would need to be further analyzed with regard to the alternative possibility that (5) .
During experimental sessions the light source was electronically interrupted every 7 seconds for 0.5 second, and the subject reported the direction of the first autokinetic drift (6) which occurred during each period when the light was on by pressing one of a ring of eight switches which signalled north, northeast, east, southeast, south, southwest, west, or northwest; no movement was signalled with a ninth switch. In experiments (a), (b), and (d) (Fig. 1 ), a block of ten measurements in the stabilized condition was regularly alternated with a block of ten in the normal condition throughout each session; in experiment (c), random alternation of blocks of three measurements for each condition was employed.
Three features of the results shown in Fig. 1 Abstract. Laboratory studies suggest that an interviewer can influence the speech duration of an interviewee by modifications in his own speech duration. What appears to be a related association between the speech duration of communicators on the ground and an astronaut in orbital flight was found.
In a recent paper (1) we reported that an interviewer apparently can influence the duration of interviewee speech by changes in the duration of his own speaking times. The results of the three experiments done in that study are summarized graphically in Fig. 1 . In the experiment shown at the top of this figure, an interviewer conducted individually a 45-minute nondirective employment interview with each of 20 normal interviewees. Unknown to the interviewee, the interviewer, while appearing to carry out a straightforward interview, modified his own speaking time per speech unit by limiting each of his comments to 5 seconds for the first 15 minutes, then switching to 10-second comments in the second 15-minute period, and finally returning to 5-second speech durations each time he spoke in the last 15-minute period. The interviewer did not attempt to control the content of the 45-minute interview. Rather, the content of the interview was allowed to flow spontaneously into a number of categories with each interviewee. The results in Fig. 1 show that as the interviewer's mean speech durations in the three periods of the interview averaged 5.3, 9.9, and 6.1 seconds (p = .001) as he aimed for 5, 10, and 5 seconds, the corresponding mean speech durations of the 20 interviewees were 24.3, 46.9, and 26.6 seconds (p = .01). Durations of single speech units for interviewer and interviewee were recorded on a Chappie Interaction Chronograph (2) by an observer watching the live interview through a one-way mirror.
To further establish that interviewee speech durations were amenable to influence by the interviewer, we conducted a second study, utilizing 20 additional interviewees and an interviewer speech sequence of 10, 5, and 10 seconds. The results are shown in Fig. 1 (middle) and indicate that as the interviewer's mean speech durations averaged 9.5, 4.9, and 9.5 seconds (p = .001), the corresponding interviewee speech durations were 41.1, 22.8, and 48.2 seconds (p = .001). A third group of 20 subjects, not previously reported, served as a control group and the means are shown at the bottom of Fig. 1 Fig. 1 is whether they are, in fact, due to an increase in the duration of the interviewer's own speech, or whether they are the result of some methodological artifact. The evidence so far indictates they are not an artifact. The results in Fig. 1 also could be a function of the observer's error (or bias), or the interviewer's error (or bias). That is, the interviewer could remain si-
